
To: Rik Lantz[rlantz@scst.com]; Berkoff, Michael[berkoff.michael@epa.gov]; Sathya 
Yalvigi[Sathya.V.Yalvigi@chemours.com]; de las Fuentes, Sandra[Sandra.delasFuentes@parsons.com] 
From: Palachek, Randy M 
Sent: Mon 2/1/2016 6:39:55 PM 
Subject: Re: USS Lead- Weekly update 1/29/2016 

'''''''' 
Rik 

I don't understand the xrf issue. We have 2 situations where we have xrf values. 1. When below a 
screening value for required lab analysis and a no threat level. 2. Between cleanup number and 
tclp analysis. Hence we know area needs to be cleaned up. I don't think we should do any 
regression analysis as it is just another estimate at what value may be. I think we should just say 
these values are from xrf and either represent less than cleanup value or are above a cleanup 
value and yard will be remediated. My two cents is why try to estimate another value that doesn't 
change what we are doing. Just give them the avg xrf value of 3 samples. And say below cleanup 
or above cleanup. 

As far as validation there is level 2 which is like a simple verification to a detailed level 4 
validation to look at everything in depth. 

Randy 

On Jan 29, 2016, at 2:47PM, Rik Lantz wrote: 
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SDVOSB . DVBE 
Geotechnical Engineering I Special Inspection & Materials Testing 

Environmental Science & Engineering I Facilities Consulting 

SCST Inc. 

125 S Wacker Driver, Suite 220 

Chicago, IL 60606 
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